The shifted 1/N expansion technique (SLNT), used by El-Said (Phys. Rev. B 61, 13026 (2000)), to study the relative Hamiltonian of two interacting electrons confined in quantum dot, is investigated.
The Hamiltonian of this problem is known to decouple to two quasi -particle Hamiltonians: the center of mass and relative motion ones [1] [2] [3] [4] [5] . The center of mass Hamiltonian is exactly soluble and the relative motion one
( with x = r/( √ 2l o ), ε = 2E/(hω o ), and λ = √ 2l o /a * ) is known to belong to non-exactly soluble Hamiltonians. Therefore, one has to resort to approximation methods like the almost forgotten SLNT, used by El-Said [1] .
To use SLNT, one would appeal to the comprehensive historical paper of Imbo et al. [6] and its first natural extension to two -dimensional problems by Mustafa [7] , in connection with a more concise presentation of actual novelties [8, 9] . Hereby, the term V (r)/Q in Eq. (9) of [1] should be corrected tō 
Said's paper [1] , attracted my attention and inspired the current comment.
It is well known that because of the additive complexity in handling largeorder corrections of the standard Rayleigh -Schrödinger perturbation theory, only low -order corrections ( up to the third -order) have been reported for SLNT [6] . Eventually, the results of SLNT are not as accurate and reliable as sought after ( documented by Mustafa and Odeh [10] , Fernandez et al.
[11], Maluendez et al. [12] , and others [13, 14] ).
The actual results of SLNT are listed in table 1, along with those reported by El-Said [1] and the exact numerical integration ones [2] . Obviously, sever deviations ( underlined) from the exact ones occur for n ≥ 1 results. Moreover, a level -ordering change is clearly manifested for the |1, 3 > and |2, 0 > states. Evidently, the almost perfect results from SLNT reported by El-Said turn out to be unreliable, especially when level -ordering, energy -crossing, spin-oscillations, magnetic -fingerprints, etc, are in point.
Finally, El-Said's paper [1] suffers from serious conceptual misunderstanding of the eminent SLNT [6] [7] [8] [9] , documented in his consideration of the effective potential as V (r o ) = λ/r o + r 2 o and leading -order term (dominant term) as
o . These are clearly defined in Eq. (7) and (9) by Imbo et al. [6] as
and
, respectively. This would in effect leave El-Said's analysis in chaos. 
